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7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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This is an office action for serial number 10/561,880. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 6, 10, 14, 15, 16, and 18 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hamblet 4,522,300. Hamblet 
discloses a tube/tubular means (8) made of plastic (column 4, 
line 12), a top binder/means (15), a bottom binder/means (15), 
a support member/means for supporting (lid), a securing 
member/means for adjustably securing being a thumb screw (see 
column 5, lines 20ff ) , a means for preventing slipping (9 and 
9a) . Hamblet inherently discloses the method for detachably 
securing an umbrella shaft to a support shaft comprising the 
steps of aligning an umbrella mount with a support shaft, 
detachably binding said umbrella shaft into said tope end of the 
tube, adjusting said securing member. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hamblet 4,522,300 in view of Moskowitz et al . 
(Moskowitz) 2001/0035202A1 . Hamblet discloses all of the 
limitations of the claimed invention except for the hook and 
loop fastener for top and bottom strap. Moskowitz teaches that 
it is known to have the hook and loop fastener for top and 
bottom strap (figure 2B, element 102 and 104) . It would have 
been obvious to have modified Hamblet to have hook and loop 
fasteners instead of buckles since Hamblet shows that hook/loop 
fasteners and buckle are an equivalent structures known in the 
art. Therefore, because these two attachment means were art- 
recognized equivalents at the time the invention was made, one 
of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to used 
the hook and loop fasteners of Hamblet instead of the buckles. 
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Claims 7, 8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hamblet 4,522,300 in view of Daigle 
5,803,519. Hamblet disclose all of the limitations of the 
claimed invention except for the means for preventing slippage 
being selected from the group consisting of: one or more foam 
collars, one or more sponge collars, one or more rubber collars, 
a non-slip coating, a textured surface, and a sticky coating. 
Daigle teaches that it is known to have a plurality of foam 
collar (43) . It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to have modified Hamblet, in regards to claim 
7, to have made the means for preventing slippage (9a of 
Hamblet) to be made of foam as an additional means of preventing 
the tube from slipping relative to the supporting member. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hamblet 4,522,300 in view of Daigle 5,803,519. 
Hamblet disclose all of the limitations of the claimed invention 
except for the means for preventing slippage being positioned 
between said top binder and the tube and the bottom binder and 
said tube. Daigle teaches that it is known to have a plurality 
of foam collar (43) . It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to have modified Hamblet to have 
included additional collars between top binder and the tube and 
the bottom binder and said tube as taught by Daigle for the 
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purpose of providing a better means of preventing the tube from 
slipping relative to the supporting member. 

Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hamblet 4,522,300. Hamblet discloses 
all of the limitations of the claimed invention except for the 
tube being a length of 12 to 13 inches, a inner diameter of 
about 1 inch. It would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice to have made the tube being a length of 12 to 13 inches, 
a inner diameter of about 1 inch, since such a modification 
would have involved a mere change in the shape and size of a 
component. A change in the size of a prior art device is a 
design consideration within the skill of the art. In re Rose , 
220 F.2d 459, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955) and would not destroy the 
invention or cause any unexpected results. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hamblet 4,522,300 in view of Bryan 5,762,308. 
Hamblet discloses all of the limitations of the claimed 
invention except for the support member being selected from the 
group consisting of: one or more protrusions in said cylindrical 
cavity of said tube, a cap, a roll pin, and a machine screw. 
Bryan discloses support member positioned within the cavity to 
obstruct a portion of the cavity near the bottom of the tube 
such as a cap (22) . It would have been obvious to one having 
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ordinary skill in the art to have modified Hamblet to have made 
the support member as a cap as taught by Bryan since Hamblet 
provides motivation for such a modification within column 5, 
lines 21ff, which states, "the lower end of the tube may be open 
or closed, depending upon whether the lower end member 12 of 
shaft 11 is to abut the bottom end of the tube" therefore a cap 
of Bryan would meet the limitations of a closed bottom as 
required by Hamblet to allow the supported object to "abut the 
bottom end of the tube". 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Kimberly 
T. Wood whose telephone number is 571-272-6826. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Brian Glessner can be 
reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 

(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kimberly T. Wood/ 
Kimberly T. Wood 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3632 

June 22, 2008 



